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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/14/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The new changes are fully discussed below. 

Hayashi discloses scripts items formed in a presentation, selection of a script 
item and performing the script item (abstract, fig's. 24, 26 & 19; col. 16, 62-67; col. 17, 1- 
11). 

Hirni et al. further discloses receiving an indication of a presentation, wherein the 
presentation controls the form that the script item is presented to the recipient (col. 1 , 
lines 15-27, lines 65-67; col. 2, lines 1-11). Hirni etal does not disclose a combination 
(set) of script items. Hayashi discloses a combination (set) of scripts (abstract; col.16, 
62-67; col. 17, 1-11; fig's 24, 26 & 19). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, both Hirni et al. 
and Hayashi are disclosing a method/system that has to do with conversing. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claims 2-4 & 6-25 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/091 ,651 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3621 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 24, 2-4, 25, 6-8, 12-17 & 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hirni et al., U.S. patent 6,731,609, and further in view of Hayashi, 
U.S. patent 6,722,989. 

As per claim 24, Hirni et al. discloses a network of conversation control systems, 
the network comprising: at least a first and a second (col. 2, 12-23) conversation control 
system; and a central control (call center), wherein the central control is communicably 
coupled to the first and the second conversation control systems (Abstract; Fig. 1), 
wherein the first and second conversation control system is accessible to a first and 
second human operator (user), wherein the first and second conversation control 
system is operable to receive input from the first and second human operator (user) 
(abstract; fig's 1,4, 12-13). " 

Hirni et al. does not discloses script items formed in a presentation, selection of a 
script item and performing the script item. Hayashi discloses scripts items formed in a 
presentation, selection of a script item and performing the script item (abstract, fig's. 24, 
26 & 19; col. 16, 62-67; col. 17, 1-11). It would have been obvious to modify Hirni et al. 
to include scripts items formed in a presentation such as that taught by Hayashi in order 
to allow the user to choose a response such that the conversation can be directed in a 
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particular way, along a particular route to come to a certain conclusion and using the 
script programs which are used to generate the sentences. 

As per claim 2, Hirni et al. further discloses an initiator, wherein the initiator 
(dialer, caller, calling system) is communicably coupled to the central control (Abstract; 
Fig. 1). 

As per claim 4, Hirni et al. further discloses a central control comprising a set of 
components, and wherein the set of components is copied (routed) to both the first 
conversation control system and the second conversation control system under 
direction of the central control (Abstract; Fig. 1; col. 1, lines 42-58). 

As per claim 25, Hirni et al. discloses a method for providing information to one 
or more recipients, the method comprising: providing a first conversation control 
system, wherein the first conversation control system includes a computer readable 
medium associated with the first conversation control system; providing a second 
conversation control system, wherein the second conversation control system includes 
a computer readable medium associated with the second conversation control system; 
providing an initiator; communicating with the initiator, wherein a human (user) recipient 
is contacted; and selecting one of the first conversation control system or the second 
conversation control system to interact with the human recipient; and communicating 
with the recipient via the selected conversation control system (Abstract; Fig. 1,4, 12 & 
13), receiving an indication from a human operator (user) associated with the selected 
conversation control system (col.25, 49-57; abstract; fig.1). Hirni et al. does not 
disclose a plurality of performed script items. Hayashi discloses a plurality of performed 
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script items (abstract, fig's. 24, 26 & 19). It would have been obvious to modify Hirni et 
al. to include a plurality of performed script items such as that taught by Hayashi in 
order to allow the user to choose a response such that the conversation can be directed 
in a particular way, along a particular route to come to a certain conclusion and using 
the script programs which are used to generate the sentences. 

As per claim 7, Hirni et al. further discloses maintaining components (packets) for 
use by the first and second conversation control systems on a central control (col. 1, 
lines 42-58); and updating both the first and second conversation control systems with 
the components (col. 30, lines 20-30). 

As per claim 8, Hirni et al. further discloses determining if a component on the 
first conversation control system is less recent than a component on the central control 
(col. 30, lines 20-30). 

As per claim 12, Hirni et al. further discloses a network of conversation control 
systems, the method comprising: initiating contact with a human (user) recipient via an 
initiator; selecting a conversation control system, wherein the conversation control 
system is accessible to a human operator (user); routing information received from the 
human recipient to the conversation control system; outputting the information received 
from the human in the form of an audio communication (col.4, 15-32; fig.2; col.1, 42-58) 
recipient via an output device of the conversation control system to the human operator 
(user); receiving an indication from the human (user) to respond to the information 
received from the human recipient; and presenting the script item to the human (user) 
recipient (Abstract; Fig's. 1, 2, 4, 12-13). Hirni et al. does not disclose a performed 
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script item. Hayashi discloses a performed script item (abstract, fig's. 24, 26 & 19). It 
would have been obvious to modify Hirni et al. to include a performed script item such 
as that taught by Hayashi in order to allow the user to choose a response such that the 
conversation can be directed in a particular way, along a particular route to come to a 
certain conclusion and using the script programs which are used to generate the 
sentences. 

As per claim 13, Hirni et al. further discloses receiving an indication of a script, 
wherein the script item is associated with a step of the script (packet technology) (col. 1, 
42-58). 

As per claim 14, Hirni et al. further discloses receiving an indication of a 
presentation, wherein the presentation controls the form that the script item is presented 
to the recipient (col. 1, lines 15-27, lines 65-67; col. 2, lines 1-11). Hirni et al does not 
disclose a combination (set) of script items. Hayashi discloses a combination (set) of 
scripts (abstract; col. 16, 62-67; col. 17, 1-11; fig's 24, 26 & 19). It would have been 
obvious to modify Hirni et al. to include a combination (set) of scripts such as that taught 
by Hayashi in order to choose a response such that the conversation can be directed in 
a particular way, along a particular route to come to a certain conclusion and using the 
script programs which are used to generate the sentences. 

As per claim 15, Hirni et al. further discloses the indicated presentation as a 
voice presentation (col. 5, lines 37-52). 

As per claim 16, Hirni et al. further discloses the voice presentation as a 
particular person's voice (col. 19, lines 15-21). 
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As per claim 17, Hirni et al. further discloses the person's voice as pre-recorded 
(col. 11, lines 56-59). 

As per claim 21 , Hirni et al. further discloses the selecting of the conversation 
control system is done by determining which of a plurality of conversation control 
systems is currently not in use (col. 25, lines 63-67; col. 26, lines 1-13). 

As per claim 22, Hirni et al. further discloses selecting the conversation control 
system is done by determining which of a plurality of conversation control systems is 
about to terminate use (col. 9, lines 7-22; col. 26, lines 40-60). 

As per claim 23, Hirni et al. further discloses providing a central control, wherein 
selection of the conversation control system is effectuated by the central control via a 
computer network (fig. 1; col. 1, lines 65-67; col. 2, lines 1-12; col. 2, lines 24-40). 

As per claims 3,6 and 20, Hirni et al. further discloses the initiator as a predictive 
dialer (caller, request to make calls) (col. 26, lines 7-13). 

Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hirni et al., U.S. patent 6,731,609 as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of 
Atsman et al., U.S. patent 6,607,136. As per claim 5, Hirni et al. discloses a method for 
providing information to one or more recipients as described above. As per claim 9, 
Hirni et al. does not disclose a computer associated with a database, wherein the 
database comprises one or more audio files; a speaker; and a input device. Astman et 
al. discloses a computer associated with a database, wherein the database comprises 
one or more audio files; a speaker; and a input device (Fig. 1 , 29, 45 and 47; col. 35, 
lines 1 2-1 9; col. 51 , lines 45-60). It would have been obvious to modify Hirni et al. to 
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include a computer associated with a database, wherein the database comprises one or 
more audio files; 

a speaker; and a input device such as that taught by Astman et al. in order to have 
more ways to communicate via a computer and in order to have the database, including 
the audio files within the computer to make sending audio data more feasible and have 
more personal control over the sent data. 

As per claim 10, Astman et al. further discloses receiving a first audio signal from 
the recipient; and outputting the first audio signal via the speaker to a user (Fig. 1 , 29, 
45 and 47; col. 35, lines 12-19; col. 51, lines 45-60). 

As per claim 1 1 , Astman et al. further discloses receiving a selection from the 
user at the input device of the first conversation control system, wherein the selection 
designates an audio file; and converting the audio file to a second audio signal; and 
outputting the second audio signal to the recipient (Fig. 1, 29, 45 and 47; col. 35, lines 
12-19; col. 51, lines 45-60). 

Claims 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hirni et al., U.S. patent 6,731 ,609 as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of 
Borman et al., U.S. patent 6,748,055. As per claim 14, Hirni et al. discloses receiving 
an indication of a presentation, wherein the presentation controls the form that the script 
item is presented to the recipient (col. 1, lines 15-27, lines 65-67; col. 2, lines 1-11). 
Hirni et al, also discloses the software being written in different languages including 
Java (col. 41 , lines 40-55). As per claim 18, Hirni et al. does not disclose the indicated 
presentation being in the recipient's language. Borman et al. discloses the indicated 
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presentation being in the recipient's language and that the Java language is used in this 
software program (col. 1 1 , lines 30-50). It would have been obvious to modify Hirni et 
al to include the indicated presentation being in the recipient's language such as that 
taught by Borman et al. in order to be able to have a platform that is language 
independent, therefore the system being capable of communicating in different 
languages according to where the user is from and what language the user speaks. 
Since the Java platform is used in the software being used, the system is language 
independent. 

As per claim 19, Borman et al further discloses the recipient's language not being 
the user's language (col. 1 1 , lines 30-50). 

Conclusion 

This is a continuation of applicant's earlier Application No. 10/091651. All claims 
are drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been 
finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had 
been entered in the earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL 
even though it is a first action in this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no, however, event will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Behrang Badii whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6879. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 571-272-6712. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



or faxed to (703)872-9306 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to 
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United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 



or proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 3600 Customer Service 
Office whose telephone number is (703) 306-5771. 



Behrang Badii 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3621 
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